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4 July 72 

Dear Harold: 

My delay in writing was unavoidable , for I have been out of 
town for a week, without your letters to refer to. My father-in- 
law died last Sunday morning, and I quickly packed the family 
and drove to jm.J. I had hoped to see Howard while I was there, 
for I was in South Jersey, but as the prospect of my getting 
away for a day grew dimmer, I considered it pointless even to 
phone him. (I dislike phones anyway, fedl very awkward with them, 
and never come off well on them). I did manage to get a day in 
Trenton with my family to see my folks and an old and dear friend. 

I shall probably be going down to S. Jersey again in August, 
but again I may be unable to get away even to see Howard. It’s 
a personal matter involving the friend that I saw in Trenton, and 
my sense of attachment here is very strong. She is in considerable 
distress over problems affecting her family and friends. I shall 
have. to see her for at least a day — probably the day that I had 
hoped to spend with noward. She needs a sympathetic friend badly, 
and no one can serve her better in that respect than me. I have 
known her since we were children, and we have always been close. 

I made some notes on iattimer’s articles, but will send them 
to you later, when I have a chance to type them up. 

Resident and Staff Physician rejected my monograph on the hedd 
fragments . The editor said that they didn’t want to continue the 
JFK controversy in their mag. 

I had some clippings on nremer in (janada, but my daughter 
inadvertently threw them out, and I did not seek to replace 
them. I’ll go to our library soon, though, and get copies of 
the material that you want. All that I had was from the Ulobe 
and Mail, but other papers probably had stuff, too. I’ll search. 

A fellow named Williams contacted me recently from Elliot 
lake and mentioned the uervaise story, .but not with sufficient 
details or dates. I think that we get the Vancouver Sun, and 
I’ll look for the material if you tell me approximate ljy the date 
when the stuff might have appeared. 

Your most recent letter concerning your break with uary and 
Jerry is very distressing. The details were not clear in the 
letter, so it was hard for me to determine the origing, but 
mail came recently from u-ary — not a letter to me, but a copy 
of his 28 June letter to you. That explains part of it, at least 
as it pertains to u-ary; I don’t know at all what role Jerry 
played. If your attitude to uary implies treachery, I urge you 
to get off of it. At worst, at the very worst, he might be 
guilty of bad judgment, even of stupidity, but I cannot believe 
that he would do anything with the intent of harming you, nor 
anything that he thought might have the effect of harming you. 
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6 July 72 

I had. to stop that last page abruptly, and did not have 
a chance to get back to this letter until today. Sorry. 

On the matter of Gary and jerry, I ±e 3± feel that 1 ought 
not to say anything else. The thing is really for you to 
decide. 

Thanks for the info that nob Smith got off the Walked 
bullet. 1 have not heard from him since our last letters 
very long ago. xhe information that I had indicated that 
he was on to something very good 

The letter from john Ray means nothing to me-- rings no 
belle, so I can offer no help here. 

What do you mean when, in your 26 June letter to me, you 
refer to "the impending new ‘Warren Report 1 "? Is this some- 
thing I should know about? 

I‘m due to meet someone in a short while. If I get a chance 
I‘ll continue. Otherwise, 1*11 send this as is. 
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